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Period for Reply 


A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenii adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 September 2006 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)ISl This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6-8 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2). and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Stancil et al (5,977,851). Standi et al discloses an air vent (16) including a frame 
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constructed of plastic (column 3, lines 53-55), an antenna embedded in the grill (column 
3, lines 57-60), additionally a receiver (24) is provided (column 4, lines 14-16) 
anticipating the claimed subject matter of claim 7). The limitation "....wherein the 
antenna body is integrated into the plastic material of the frame by injection-molding..." 
is a Product-by-Process recitation and therefore the antenna body integrated into the 
plastic body is not limited by injection molding. 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Brinkerhoff et al (6,692,349). Brinkerhoff et al discloses an air vent (1 0) including a 
frame made of plastic material (SEE column 4, lines 27-29) and an antenna formed in a 
portion of the top plate (36) (ie: its imbedded in the air vent, SEE column 7, lines 37- 
38)(SEE Figure 3), the use of a sensor is suggested in column 7, lines 37-38 as 
pertaining to claim 7. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stancil 

et al (5,977,851) in view of Stiehl (2003/0022616). Stancil et al discloses the 

applicants primary inventive concept as stated above, but does not particularly teach 
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that the shape of the antenna is T-shaped as described in claim 8. Stiehl teaches such 
a design in Figure 1 and discusses the shape throughout its spec (SEE paragraph 
[0017]). It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the antenna 
of Standi et al to be configured into the T-shaped body with branching sections as 
taught by Stiehl, since such a modification would not affect the functionality of the 
antenna and does not solve any stated problem in a new or unexpected way or is for 
any particular purpose which Is unobvious to one of ordinary skill. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brinkerhoff et al (6,692,349) in view of Stiehl (2003/0022616). Brinkerhoff et al 
discloses the applicants primary inventive concept, as stated above but does not 
particularly teach that the shape of the antenna is T-shaped as described in claim 8. 
Stiehl teaches a similar design to that of the applicant (SEE Figure 1). It would have 
been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the antenna of Brinkerhoff et al to be 
configured into the T-shaped body with branching sections as taught by Stiehl, since 
such a modification would not affect the functionality of the antenna and does not solve 
any stated problem in a new or unexpected way or is for any particular purpose which is 
unobvious to one of ordinary skill. 

Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stiehl (2003/0022616). Stiehl teaches an air vent (10) for use in a vehicle, including a 
frame (12) made of plastic (SEE [0017]), a T-shaped antenna (62) having a middle bar 
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(64) and a crossbar (66). a connector plug (60). When placed in the vehicle interior, the 
antenna is covered by the plastic, but is not described as being integrated (ie: integral) 
with the plastic material. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have integrated the antenna into the plastic since 
such a modification would not affect the performance of the antenna, nor does it solve 
any stated problem in a new or unexpected way or is for any particular purpose which is 
unobvious to one having ordinary skill in the art and it has been held that the term 
"integral" and its derivative is sufficiently broad to embrace constructions united by such 
means as fastening and welding. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory A. Wilson whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4882. The examiner can normally be reached on 7 am - 4:30 pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Josiah Cocks can be reached on (571) 272-4874. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


GREGORY WILSON 
PRIMARY EXAMINEE 
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